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Subject: Dradf Report Macka to Makai

Aloha, .

I am sconding my commenta to the Draft Peport: From Mauka to
Makzi: The River of Juatice Must Flow Preely, prepared by the
Department of th2 Interier and the Department of Fustice, hug. =3,
2000, in the form of an atkachmednt, I will eend a hard copy, alsse.
Mehalg, Magion Xellw,

- Response_Mauka_ta_Makai J_Berry



Marion Kelly
4117 Black Point Road
Horolulu, Hawal SE816
Phane (B03) 734-8235

September 23, 2000

Azcistant Secretary John Berry
clo Dacumnent Managemsnt Unit
Depariment af Interor
1849 C Street, MW, WMalistap 7323
Washinglon D, . 20240
Fax: (202) 208-3230

{202] 2181740

(202) 219-195%

Aloha, Mr, John Bemy;

With veur permission, I would like to submil the flicwing response to your Draft Repor
"From Mauka to Maksai: The Rlver
of Justlca Must Flow Freehy,”

Mo. 1. Ouly thirty (30) days is not enowgh tima foe 2 respanse to your draft report. Please
give ug an exlension, Sty (B0) days weuld be mare realistic.

lt has been cver eighl (B} years since the so-called Apolagy Act (F.L, 102-1507 was
passed by the United Slates Congress. You held the so-called "Reconciliation® hearings in
Hawai'i only last December. W were promised by you thal wie waald have your report by
February 2000, [t finably arived six {B) months lata. Now you are Lelling us to humy up and swrbmit
qur gemrnents within 34 days of August 23, 2000 To give us only thitty {300 days is unreasonable
and unfair. After the United States Govemment has taken eighl yeasrs ko take any action on &,
L.103-150, it is my considensd apinion that fbe fime limit should be extended frarm thidy (30] doys
to &t least sixly (60} days.

We have baen inundated with respensibilities to respond to the Akaka Recognition Bill, in
its many, at lesse three {3), dralts, of which we have had great difficully getting copies. The lact
that the hearings ®.r it came abhout the same Ime tat yaur Craf Repaort was received did not
make aur [ives any easier, Living in a coleny is very diffioult, We do not easily get material we
need in order to cc-rnpl'_.,r wiiti the cplenizers demands. The fack thak our orzl testimonies were nat
and will not in fhe future be included in the final reporl indicts to us again that we indaed are 3
colony. IF1uenderstand correctly the statement in Appendie D, the written testimonies will onby ke
available sematione I the fulure at specific sites  Your allowsnce of only thirty (30} days fer gur
respanses is completely unieasacatlé, especially when you have Intentsezlly provided us with
ac lillte dacumantalian &s possible.

Me. 2, Wihe wrale: the "Diraft Report? Why have you chosen not to refer to tha many aral
testimonies that were made by those who spend tong hours, waiting to be called upon. Yeur
"Liraft Report” hag little, if anything to da with the Rearings and testimony given an O ahu in
Decembar 1228, 1 attended the hesrings on 0" ahu at the Bast-Wesl Canter's Imin lnlematanal
Conference Genler an the University of Mawai'i Manca Campus, and | see very It resemilance
in your Draft Repart o the lestimeny given at the heanings. It is as f the persan who wiote tha
Draft Reper was not at the hearings, or chose nat ta refer to any testinony that | heznd given at
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Imsin. Confarance Center. |would like to kaow wha weole this "Rapart.” Whois the authons), o
who provided the suiherfs) with the Gacumants that are refemed fo in the "Bralt Report.”

Mo 3. From the "Draf Repot” | understznd that none of the oral testimonies that wene provided
by the pecpla of Ka Pae "Aina (the Hawaiisn Archipelags) o yau are not going to be reproduced
in the "Final Repart,” If Ikis ig ua, | find thls decision not to repreduce the: aral testimonies made
ta your cammittes at the meelings throughout the Islards 4o be insulting and pessibly
maniputalive, given the ohjectians voicad at tha Decembar meetings to your "recandiliation”
process. Wwas this deciston made in an attempt to hide the feelings of the Kanaka Macli people
from members of CongressT Thay rmay not feed e supporlive of the so-called Akaka Recagrilicn
Bill (5.2.2895], If they found ouwt how many Kanake Maaoli feed abeut it and the whols “recagnition”
process they are being forcad threugh.

These are not happy times for the Kanaka Maoli, Sfter having thalr Hawaiian Kingdorm
gverthrwn by foreigners (mast of whom were famericans), alded by the invasion of O'ahwe by the
L. & Marnes, wha used their millary power to support the raitors, lhere is again ne hopa for
resliution. *Reconcifaton™ will not return the independend Hawaian Kingdom govermment ta the
Kanaks Mapli peapla. At the least, you could have recognized feir angulsh by printing and
roaking available all their heard-fall testimany.

Sincerely,

Marion Kely

Professor, Ethnig Studies Dapartrent
Liniversity of Hawai'i, Manoa

(Ret. 7120500



